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DIGEST OF OTHER RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 

Supreme Court of Appeals. 

Note. — In this department we give the syllabus of every case de- 
cided by the Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, except of such 
cases as are reported in full. 



UNITED STATES v. WILLIAM R. TRIGG CO. 
June 13, 1912. 

[75 S. E. 113.] 

1. Judgment (§ 744*) — Conclusiveness. — A judgment deciding that 
supply lien creditors were entitled to priority over contractual liens 
of the United States against vessels, not because the government 
failed to record its liens, but because the contracts contemplated that 
the government liens should be inferior, is not res judicata of the 
question whether such liens are invalid because not recorded. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Judgment, Cent. Dig. §§ 1278- 
1281; Dec. Dig. § 744.*] 

2. United States (§ 7«*)— Priorities— Vessels— Liens— Record— Ne- 
cessity. — The United States need not comply with state registry laws 
in order to obtain priority under contractual liens against vessels 
under construction for the government, on account of advances, to 
obtain priority over the contractor's general creditors. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see United States, Cent. Dig. § 59; 
Dec. Dig. § 76.*] 

Appeal from Chancery Court of Richmond. 

Insolvency proceedings against the William R. Trigg Com- 
pany. From a judgment denying the United States a preference 
over general creditors, the United States appeals. Reversed. 

L. L. Lewis, for the United States. 

Munford, Hunton, Williams & Anderson, A. T. C. Gordon, 
and Jordan Leake, for appellee. 



CARSON v. CITY OF RICHMOND. 
June 13, 1912. 
[75 S. E. 119.] 

1. Eminent Domain (§ 8*) — Statutory Power— Construction. — The 

power conferred by statute to condemn land must be strictly con- 
strued, and the manner of executing it must be observed. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Eminent Domain, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 25, 30, 34, 43, 44; Dec. Dig. § 8.*] 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 
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2. Eminent Domain (§ 158*) — Award of Compensation — Rights of 
Parties to Award — Judicial Determination. — Under Code 1904, § I105f, 
authorizing the condemnation of land, requiring the commissioners to 
ascertain the just compensation therefor, and that the court may as- 
certain what persons are entitled to the money paid into court and 
in what proportions, commissioners appointed to report the com- 
pensation for land taken, and the additional damages, if any. have 
no power, where there is a controversy as to who is entitled to such 
compensation, or in what proportions, to determine who is entitled 
thereto, but that question must be determined by the court. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Eminent Domain, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 426, 428-432; Dec. Dig. § 158.*] 

Appeal from Hustings Court of City of Richmond. 

Condemnation proceedings by the City of Richmond against 
J. P. Carson and another. There was a judgment confirming the 
report of the commissioners, and J. P. Carson appeals. Reversed 
in part. (Cardwell, J., absent.) 

/. P. Carson and W . P. De Saussure, for appellant. 

H. R. Pollard and Christian, Gordon & Christian, for appellees. 



LAMBERT v. JAMES E. PHILLIPS & SON. 
June 13, 1912. 
[75 S. E. 121.] 

Appeal and Error (§ 1008*) — Review — Findings. — A verdict upon 
conflicting evidence cannot be disturbed on appeal. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Appeal and Error, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 3935-3937; Dec. Dig. § 1002.*] 

Error to Circuit Court of Richmond. 

Action by James E. Phillips & Son against G. W. Lambert. 
There was a judgment for plaintiffs, and defendant brings error. 
Affirmed. 

O'Flaherty & Fulton and W . L. Royall, for plaintiff in error. 
John A. Lamb, for defendants in error. 



DELAWARE, L. & W. R. CO. v. COTTEN. 

June 13, 1912. 

[75 S. E. 122.] 

1. Appeal and Error (§ 859*) — Review — Scope. — Where a case has 
been heard by the court, and the evidence is certified, it is to be 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 



